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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This communication is responsive to the application filed 10/30/2003. 
Claims 1-22 are currently pending in this application. 

Oath/Declaration 

2. The Office acknowledges receipt of a properly signed Oath/Declaration submitted 
10/30/2003. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The Applicants' Information Disclosure Statement, filed 10/30/2003, has been received, 
entered into the record, and considered. 

Specification 



4. 



Examiner requests that Applicant review the application carefully for informalities 
including typographical errors. 
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The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: "an undefined ^ 
paramater" [1(0041] should read "an undefined parameter". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Objections 



5. Claims 3 and 22 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• "controlsthe " (claim 3) should read "controls the "; and 

• "a output" (claim 22) should read "an output". 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and .using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth 
the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 



Claims 1-10 and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as containing 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
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Specification does not explicitly describe nor is sufficiently clear for one of ordinary skill 
in art to recognize the following steps as recited in claims 1-10 and 18-21 : 

• passing a single parameter to the stub function written into the allocated space in 
the second process, the single parameter identifying the function within the 
second process to execute, and at least one parameter required by the function to 
execute (claim 1); and 

• identifying to the stub function a function to execute in the second process by 
passing the stub function a single parameter, the parameter comprising a pointer 
to an address in memory in the second process (claim 18). 

The Examiner could not locate the details of these steps within the Specification. 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



7. 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Claims 1- 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. The claims do not appear to fall within one of the four 
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enumerated categories of patentable subject matter recited in 35 U.S.C. § 101 (process, 
machine, manufacture or composition of matter). 

Claims which are broad enough to read on statutory subject matter or on non- statutory 
subject matter are considered non-statutory. Cf. In re Lintner . 458 F.2d 1013, 1015, 173 
USPQ 560, 562 (CCPA 1972) ("Claims which are broad enough to read on obvious 
subject matter are unpatentable even though they also read on nonobvious subject 
matter.") During prosecution, applicant can amend to limit the claims to statutory subject 
matter. 

The following link on the World Wide Web is for the United States Patent And 
Trademark Office (USPTO) policy on 35 U.S.C. §101. 

<http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/guidelinesl01 20051026. 
pdf> " * ~ ^ 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kessler et al. 
(US6157961). 

As to claim 11: 

Kessler teaches a method for executing a function within a second process from a first 
process (see the Abstract and col.2, line 55-col.3, line 45), the method comprising: 

• allocating space within the second process (see col.5, lines 33-54); 

• writing a stub function into the allocated space within the second process (see 
col.6, line 50-col.7, line 65); 

• identifying to the stub function the function in the second process to execute by 
passing information to the stub function (see col.6, lines 50-67; coll 1, line 56- 
col.12, line 67). 

As to claim 12: 

Kessler teaches the information passed to the stub function comprises an address in 
memory within the second process (see col.4, line 56-col.5, line 46). 

As to claim 13: 

Kessler teaches the function in the second process to be executed by the stub function in 
the second process is identified by providing a pointer to a location in memory in the 
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second process at which the function to be executed is stored (see col. 3, lines 39-46 and 
col.4, line 56-col.5, line 46). 

As to claim 14: 

Kessler teaches at least one parameter required by the function to be executed is 
identified by providing an offset from the location in memory at which the function to be 
executed is stored (see col. 10, line 3-col.l 1, line 45). 

As to claim 15: 

Kessler teaches receiving from the stub function in the second process a result of 
executing the function identified by the pointer to the location in memory (see col.7, lines 
42-55). 

As to claim 16: 

Kessler teaches the first process controls the second process by executing the stub 
function (see col.3, lines 1-38). 

As to claim 17: 

Kessler teaches the stub function is executed by creating a thread in the second process to 
execute the stub function (see col.5, lines 33-54). 
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As to claim 18: 

The rejection of claim 1 1 above is incorporated herein in full. Kessler, further teaches 

passing the stub function a single parameter, the parameter comprising a pointer to an 
address in memory in the second process (see col.5, lines 1-9). 

As to claim 19: 

Kessler teaches receiving from the stub function a result of executing the function in the 
second process (see col.7, lines 42-55). 

As to claim 20: 

Kessler teaches the function to execute requires a plurality of input parameters (see 
colli, line 55-col.l2, line 67). 

As to claim 21: 

Kessler teaches the sub function initializes the plurality of input parameters to values 
located at specified offsets from the address in memory pointed to by the pointer (see 
col. 10, line 3-col.ll, line 45). 
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As to claim 22: 

Kessler teaches the result of executing the function in the second process is stored at a 
location received from the stub function as a output parameter (see col.l 1, line 55-col.l2, 
line 67). 

As to claim 1 

Refer to the discussion of claim 18 above for rejection. 
As to claim 2: 

Kessler teaches the function controller returns the result of execution of the function to 
execute to the first process (see col.7, lines 42-55). 

As to claim 3: 

Kessler teaches the first process controls the second process (see col.3, lines 1-38).. 
As to claim 4: 

Kessler teaches the function within the second process to execute requires a plurality of 
parameters (see col.l 1, line 55-col.l2, line 67). 
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As to claim 5: 

Kessler teaches the single parameter passed to the stub function comprises a pointer to a 
location in memory in the second process (see col. 5, lines 1-9). 

As to claim 6: 

Kessler teaches the location in memory comprises an address, the address comprising the 
location of the function to execute in the second process (see col. 5, lines 1-46). 

As to claim 7: 

Kessler teaches the address comprises the location of at least one parameter required by 
the function to execute (see col.5, lines 1-46). 

As to claim 8: 

Kessler teaches the result of executing the function to execute is returned to the first 
process (see col.7, lines 42-55). 

As to claim 9: 

Kessler teaches the result of executing the function to execute is returned to the first 
process by providing a pointer to the first process, the pointer pointing to stored data, the 
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stored data comprising the result of executing the function to execute (see col.5, lines 1- 
46). 



As to claim 10: 

Kessler teaches the pointer points to memory in the second process (see col. 5, lines 1-9). 



Conclusion 



9. The prior art made of record, see PTO 892, and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Applicant should review these references carefully before 
responding to this office action. 



Contact Information 



10. Any inquiry or a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: (571) 272-2100. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VAN H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3765. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:30AM 
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6:00PM. The examiner can also be reached on alternative Friday. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, WILLIAM 
THOMSON can be reached at (571) 272-3718. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for patents 
POBoxl450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 




Van H. Nguyen 

Patent Examiner, AU 2194 



